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FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 


REMARKS, ON JOHN V. 28, 29. 

** Marvel not at this ; for the hour is coming 
in thewhich ll that are in the graves shali hear 
his voice, * and shall come forth ; they that have 
done -good,.unto the resurrection of life, and 
they that have done evil unto the resurrection of 
damnation.” iis 

Though this text has‘frequently been illus- 
trated in works which are now before the pub- 
lick, by some of our most distinguished breth- 


formed believer in the ultimate purity and 
happiness of aji men, is amply capable of de- 
veloping its meaning.in a way to do honour, 
both to the mental faculties which God has 
given us, and to the system of revealed truth 


am disposed to give my own views of the sub- 
ject in this publick manner for the following 





| stance of healing a man who had “ had an in- 
| firmity thirty eight years,” verseS. The facts 
; mentioned do not fully determine the healed 
man to have been a Gentile, but it is quite 
probable, from the connexion of the: reply of 
our Lorg*to-the Jews, that he was not one of 
the sons of Israel, nor, perhaps, did he belong 
to the “dispersed” of the Gentiles. It is usu- 
ally admitted, that the 25th verse here, inti- 
mated the proclamation of the gospel to the 
Gentiles, (** who were dead in trespasses and 


ena thang ran aroma | sins,”) in consequence of the belief of which 


” 


they should “ five” in the enjoyment of faith, 


| and allowing that the cured man was a Gentile, 
, though, in some measure, subject to the ordi- 


nances of Israel, the matter admits of an easy 
and natural transition from the case of the 


C ren | tnfirm man, to that of the morally dead Gentiles 
which speaks the perfections of its author, [ | 


reasons—lIst, It was quoted by Mr. Millard in | 
his: reply to me on the 29th of Sept. 1826, | 


though I think, without comment, and may be 
thought by some, to have a bearing on the 
question then and there discussed. And 


extensive circulation, our views may be useful 


to many of its readers. 
W. I REESE. 


already, and generally well known. 
mon presumption is, that here our Lord fur- 


generally ; while on the other hand the con- 
nexion would be interrupted, Jesus gave the 


| Jews to understand, that the Father had per- 


formed the cure by him as the means, verse 19, 
and in regard to the same case, in justification 
of his conduct, he says, foras the Father 


‘ raiseth up the dead, and giveth them life, so 
; , the Son, likewise giveth life to whom he wilt 
2ndly, asthe ADVOCATE receives a very | 


verse 21. ‘The meaning of which, in all prob- 


| ability, is, that, as he had not been denied the 
| proper ability to effect a cure on the diseased 
| man, though a Gentile, it was not right, that 

I deem it superfluous here, to examine the | 
popular doctrine of this text, in detail, as it is | 


The com- | 
| whom he pleased. 


} 


nishes evidence of the resurrection of the lit- | 
' Lord was confined to the Jews, as it was soon 


| to be conveyed tothe uncircumcised, that he 


erally dead bodies, of all, ‘‘ bothof the just and 
of the unjust ;” and, of their final appoint- 
ment, to happiness or misery. according to 
their merit or demerit. But if this sentiment 
be a subject of revelation, which however has 
been fairly refuted in the Discourse to which 
this axticle is supplementary, | shall attempt 
to show, that evidence of its truth must be 
sought in other parts of scripture than this 
text, by exhibiting its probable, if not its pos- 
itive, sense, from the following unquestion- 
able sources of testimony : 

1. From the context of the chapter in which 
the passage occurs, and 

2. From a comparison of the text with other 
Scripture showing the date of the event allu- 
ded to, and its application. 

1. The subject which gave occasion to the 
utterance of thig text originated in the ¢ucum- 





he should be governed by their prejudices, as 
to the time when or the subjects upon whom, to 
bestow his favours, but he would give life to 
And itis a reasonable re- 
flection, altho’ the publick ministry of our 


| would not decline performing benevolent offi- 


| ces to the Gentiles, asin the case ofthe Syro- 


phenician woman, Mark 7. 26. What is to 


| be observed, then, is, that, in this iastance, 


the word anastasin translated resurrection, is 
not applied to the Gentiles ; but the proof and 
reason of this will appear hereafter. All I 
wish to have noticed here, is that where the 
Gentiles are spoken of (ver 25) they are re- 
presented as dead, and when hearing the voice 
of the Son of God, as living, without any in- 
timation, that they had once enjoyed the life of 
faith as the Jews had, that they had ceased to 
live in that sense, were entombed in darkness, 
and must be brought to life by the process of 
figurative resurrection. This being the case, 
it wy! appear obvious, that’ “the @ead,” and 
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those who were in ‘‘the graves,” were in pos- 
session of natural lift, and the peculiarity of the 
expressions only marked their previous cir- 
cumstances. 

It was, no doubt, a matter of wonder to the’ 
Jews, that one professing to be their Messiah 
should speak of extending his word or doctrine 
to the abhorred Gentiles ; and stil! more mar- 
vellous, that the ministry of him whom they 
hated and finally crucified, should, in any way 
concern them. But as to the article of a res- 
urrection to future life, they admitted it with- 
out any emotions of astonishment whatever— 
talked of it familiarly ; and held it with all the 
absurdities with which too many moderns de- 
corate that precious and consoling truth. In 
short if the popular opinion of this text be ad- 
mitted, and, also, that the Jews, in those days, 
believed the same, neither of which can be 
proved, Jesus gave them no information, nor 
additional cause for alarm. 

2. It will not be disputed that the 29th 
verse is parallel with Dan. 12, 2. **And ma- 
ny of them that sleep in the dust of the earth 
shall awake, some to everlasting life, and some 
to shame and eveslasting contempt.” Here 
common belief says, that the resurrection of 
all the dead js spoken of. But why is it said 
MANY of THEM that sleep, d&c., if ail mea 
are intended ? Who are meant by the ex- 
pression MANY of THEM? I answer that 
part of God’s people, the Jews, who slept in 
earthly mindedness, figuratively, *‘ the dust 
of theearth,” as distinguished from those who 
*¢ should be found written in the book,” verse 
1. A reference to this 12th chapter of Dan- 
iel compared with the use our Lord made of 
the prophecy, will fix the date of the event 
mentioned in our text to the close of the Jew- 
ish dispensation, beyond every reasonable 
doubt. Daniel fixes the accomplishment of 
his prophecy to the period when ‘+ there should 
be a time of trouble, such as never was 
since there was a nation, even to that same 
time,” verse 1. And Jesus quoting from 
Daniel, in speaking of the same event, says, 
“¢ There shall be great tribulation, such as was 
not since the beginning of the world to this 
time, no, nor ever shall be” Matt. 24, 21.— 
And at verse 15, our Lord makes, express 
meption ofthe prophet as having predicted 
the facts he was then illustrating to his disei- 
ples, {-‘* When ye shall see the abomina- 
tion of desolation spoken of by Daniel the 
prophet,” comp Dan. i2, 11. The uninter 
rupted connexion found in this prophecy of 
Daniel, forces the conviction, that, he did not 
change the subject from the notice given in 
the first verse. And our Lord has rendered 
it impossible for us even to conjecture, that he 
and the prophet spoke of different’ periods 
and events, when using the same language.— 
It. is beyond all fair controversy, then, that 


aur text related toy.apd had its fulfilment when ! 


| the period was “ accomplished to seatter the 





power of the holy people,” verse, 7, 

The language which heads this article was, 
undoubtedly familiar to many of the Jews.— 
Their being represented as dead and in graves 
was no new thing to them. This was their 
state in their captivity at Babylon. One of 
their prophets had addressed their ancestors 
in similar terms, see Ez. 37, 1, 24, inclusive. 
After the prophet had, metaphorically, descri- 
bed the wretched and deplorable condition of 
the sons of Israel in their captivity, he open- 
ed-his message, ‘* Thus saith the Lord God ; 
Behold, O my people, I will open your 
GRAVES, and cause you to come up out of 
your GRAVES, and bring you into the land 
of Israel. And ye shall know that | am the 
Lord, O my people, when I have opened your 
GRAVES, and brought you up out. of your 
GRAVES,” verses 12,13. This part of the 
subject is too plain to need further comment. 
For all who are acquainted with the state of 
the Jews in the apostolick age, know, that 
their situation rendered a repetition of the 
prophet’s language perfectly appropriate and 
justifiable. They had been morally alive; 
and enjoyed the nature, and by faith, the de- 
sign, of the first covenant. But they bad 
squandered their privileges, and were buried 
in ‘‘ the graves” of unbelief and moral death. 
This was the case with the bulk of the nation. 
Many of themslept in the dust of the earth, and 
the consequences of the Messiah's appearing 
were inevitable. ‘Fhey were to be routed from 
their ‘dwelling places,” and come forth ; 
they, who, at the awful crisis of the first remo- 
val of their d'spensation, believed in Jesus, and 
continued faithful came forth “eis anastasin 
zoees,”’ to the resurrection of life ; or were put 
in the actual possession of the life which their 
first covenant only prefigured. [For, where- 
as, the Jewish dispensation, and land of prom- 
ise only typified the new Jerusalem or Gospe} 
dispensation, the light of Christianity ‘praaked 
“‘ life and immortality” beyoud this mortal 
state, by the most indubitable testimony.]— 
While on the other hand those who continued 
stubborn and rebellious, came forth “ eis an- 
astasin kriseose,” to the resurrection of con- 
demnaticn. ‘They were reminded of the many 
predictions of their prophets, and which Jesus 
had repeated in their ears, of the seagrnont 
which had Jong awaited them, which then 
gathering thick around their devoted .heads. 
W hat has been said, will in some measure, ac- 
count for the reason wliy the word resurrection 
is not, in this case applied to the Gentiles. 
But let it be farther observed. 

1. The word anastasia is derived from the 
word anisteemi which is made of ang, again, 
and isteemi, to place, stand, &c. and signifies 
a placing, standing, or rising agein [see Park- 
hurst on these words.] Therefore, when this 
word is used fora resurrection to future life 
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the flesh” And when it is employed to denote | 
% resurrection to a life of faith as brought to | 
light by some particular dispensation, in this | 
mode of being, it is opposed to the life enjoyed | 
in some previous dispensation. | 

2. As the Gentiles had not had “a cove- 
nant of life and peace,” (Matt. 2, 5,) commit- | 
ted to them, it would have been manifestly | 
wrong to have represented their coming as a | 
people, to the life of faith in the gospel, in the | 
same manner as the Jews were. Andin our 
contex! this seems to have been carefully no- ; 
ticed and studiously avoided. 

If it were not for the craft of these whose 
interest it is to keep the people in ignorance, . 
but whose sua of prosperity is ‘fast decli- 
ning,” the text above considered and others 
of the kind, would be given up as teaching 
the doctrine they are quoted to support. But 
if this text and others allied to it, favour the 
horrid scheme of endless wo, it is notorious, 
that the scriptures are contradictory, for we are 
there assured that “all nations whom God 
has made shall come and WORSHIP before 
him and GLORIFY HIS NAME,” Ps. 86, 9. | 


| 
CONTROVERSIAL, 
FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 
* A’s” REPLY TO W. I. REESE. 


The query in the first paragraph of my for- 
mer communication remains unanswered ; viz. 
Whether our Saviour simply meant that all man- 
ner(or kinds)of sin should be forgiven, &c. but 
that against the Holy Ghost should not be for- 
given, Mat. xii. 31, 32. lis strictures upon 
the word but, as being a connective, and not 
a preposition, is of no consequence to the 
meaning of the declaration, except upon his 
assumed construction. I cordially believe that 
all manner (or species) of sin, except the one in 
controversy,-shall be forgiven upon the condi- 
tion of repentance; but I do not believe all 
mankind shall unconditionally share the for- 
giveness and favor of God,—because my Bible 
plainly asserts the contrary. He indeed says 
—‘‘ the reverse is the fact ;”’ and the only proof 
he brings in support is a gratuitous assumption 
of his own, which does not affect the subject, 
viz. that the judgement here denounced against 
Blasphemy of the Holy Ghost, was nation- 
al, and limited to that and the coming age. 
He has produced nothing which maintaius his 

ition, and it of course falls to the ground.— 

will only add the plain declaration of Christ, 

— Except ye repent, ye shall all likewise 
perish.” 











it is opposed to * the life which we now live in \ 





out devils. I am not certain what Mr. Reese 
considers these ‘‘ devils” to be. He has used 
the word ** demon” in speaking of them ; from 
which I conclude he agrees with me in suppo- 
sing them literal beings. If so, I cannot see 
how the * doctrine” of Jesus had any thing to 
do with their expulsion; for he is always rep- 
resented as casting them out with a single 
word of command : whereas, if it was the result 
of a clear and explicit exhibition of the sublime 
**doctrine” which he taught, and which, had 
been made the subject of candid ana diligent 
investigation on the part of the recipient, it 
mast have required considerabledength of time 
to effect the object. No countenance is found 
for such a supposition in the scriptures. But if 


| he considers these ‘+ devils” to be merely anti- 


christian “doctrines” or the corruptions of 
our nature, | must repeat the question which I 
asked in my former communication, and which 
he has nut noticed, viz. How could they be 
transferred from men {a swine, and influence 
them to rush into the sea! From the general 
insagacity and want of comprehension existing 
in the swinish race, I should think them illy 
adapted to such a quick perception of doctrinal 
propositions or suicidical propensitiés as to pro- 
duce the powerful and sudden effect recorded. 
I can sce nothing which should militate against 
the generally received understanding of the 
text, viz. that Jesus cast out demons——by (or 
with the concurrent power and influence) of 
the Holy Spirit, who is one with the Father 
and the Son. In another place Mr. R. says 
that this and the corresponding texyf. in Luke 
“evidently mean the divine power’ by which 
he wrought those miracles.” &c. Here, al- 
though he may not have discovered it, he kas 
entirely overthrown his former arguments, and 
erected mine in part, in their stead. For, it 
will be seen in my preceding remarks, if the 
expulsion of the demons was procured by the 
exertionof * divine power” (as it undoubtedly 
was) there is no room left for the exhibition to 
them of Gespel * doctrines” for want of time. 

His remarks involving ‘I'rinitarianism, are to 
my narrow capacity, without any weight or 
meaning. Hemight with as much propriety 
use the names of William,'Thomas, and Henry, 
indiscriminately as that of the three persons 
in the Trinity. 

In explaining the declaration of Christ that 
‘“‘to him who forgave not men their. trespas- 
ses neither would our heavenly Father forgive 
him,’ he endeavours to refute it by contradicting 
the text, viz. in saying that our heavenly Father 
“ must forever possess a forgiving disposition 
towards his offending offspring,” and concludes 
by saying ‘* he who is filled with such a spirit, 





_» Hise next assumption is, that the Holy Spirit 

simply means the holy doctrine of Jesus.— 
Now how the facts which are here recorded, 
can be predicated of “doctrine” I am at a loss 
to know. Jesus said that by the spirit he cast 


can have no sense of God’s forgiveness,” And 
how can he, when God has not forgiven him? 
“God is angry with the wicked every day.” 
For support of his position he has adduced * 
some of God’s promises to his-chosen people. 
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Next :—In alluding to the circumstance of 
the failure of the disciples to cast outa demon 
on a certain time, he says:—‘‘ There is no 
necessity of supposing that those miracles were 
wrought by preaching, unaided by him whe 
effected the mighty works.” But, i have shown 
that ‘‘ preaching” had no connexion with their 
expulsion, but that it was by a direct exertion 
of divine power. 

Mr. R. asks, ‘* Had the blasphemous Jews 


Known him, would they have persecuted him, | 
or derided his doctrine, or would they have cru- | 
cified him ?” If by “ knowing him,” he means | 


candidly investigating the evidences of his 
Messiahship, and cordially receiving him in 
that capacity, 1 answer, No. If 
having a correct and clear view of his charac- 


ter, T answer, Yes. Jesus himself said to | 


his disciples, the day on which he was betrayed, 
John XV. 19 &c. “The world hateth you 
because ye are not of the world. If they have 
persecuted me, they will also persecute you 
for my name sake. They have both seen and 
hated both me and my Father.” And his true 
disciples have always received the hatred of the 
world to the present day, in proportion to their 
faithfulness in his service. ‘The carnal 
mind is enmity against God ;” and as in the 
case of the Jews, always manifests its enmity 
most strongly when his ¢rue character is repre- 
sented most clearly and forcibly. And so far 
from the Jews having their opposition al- 
layed by devoting his life to their malice, it 
vented itself with equal fury on his apostles 
who faithfully presented the same clear truths 
which he taught; and a bloody persecution 
caused thousands either to pay the forfeit of 
their lives, or find refuge in a voluntary ban- 
ishment from the land of their nativity. No 
Jew ever became a true christian except by 
the special renewing influence ofthe holy spirit. 
Paul said, in speaking of them, Rom. IX. Is. 
‘*God had mercy on whom he would, and 
whom he would he hardened.” And XI. 5. 
that “at this present time also there is a rem- 
want according to the election of grace,” —of 
which he himself was a remarkable subject. 
He says, “‘ my arrangement of singular pro- 
uounsis perfectly harmless,as they might be op- 
posed by nearly the same namber of examples, 
from the same passages, of a plural character ;” 
and alludes tothe scribes. It does not at all 
lessen the force of my argument whether one 
or ten individuals were guilty of this blasphemy. 
He must prove that it was a national sin before 
he assumes that the punishment was national. 
With regard to the duration of the punish- 
ment threatened, although the original words 
in Mathew and Mark are sometimes used to 
signify world, age, or dispensation, yet in Luke 
they do not admit of equivocation—it shall 
not be forgiven.” This isa full qualification of 
the meaning ofthe other parallel passages, and 
fixes the correctncss of the. common transla- 


tion. He refers to Dr. A. Clark’s commenta- 
ry. This I have not access to. 

To conclude— We have seen that the mali- 
cious scribes wickedly charged the agency of 
the Holy Spirit to the hellish influence of Sa- 
| tan, and that the Saviour, in voice of awful 
warning, admonished them that such desperate 
guilt would procure for them the dreadtul wrath 
of God, never to cease—an awful memento to 





he means | 


| high-handed sinners in every age. 
RE ead 2. ee ch 








FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 


REPLY TO « A.” 


Srr,--In attempting an answer to your second 
| communication, I choose to reverse the former 
mode, and address myself to you. 1 adopt this 
method for several reasons which it is not ne 
cessary to particularize. 

In your answer, you profess to have repre- 
sented my arguments entire, but of this a 
| generous pubiick will judge, as well as myself. 
You say the * query” in your first paragraph 
respecting the sin against the holy spirit * re- 
mains unanswered.” Do you mean, Sir, that 
the subject is not answered according to scrip- 
ture and reason ? or, that | have failed to con- 
| since you? If the datter, judging from the 

character of your reply, I despair at present, 
| of satisfying you. But if the former, the 
scriptures, and reason, their immortal associ- 
ate, ought to decide the question, indepen- 
dently of your individual opinion, or mine.— 
To them I have uppealed; and on them I rely 
for the justness of the cause I have espoused. 
You have noi had the boldness to say, in so 
| many words, that ‘dud’ in this controverted 
| passage (Matt. 12 32) is"equivalent to except, 
| but you have been begging the question. You 
observe, however, that what I have said, in 
regard to it, ‘tis of no consequence to the 
meaning of the declaration, except on my as- 
sumed construction.” It seems, then, on my 
construction thereis adifference. Butisit ‘of 
no consequence to the meaning of the declar- 
ation whether, we read but a conjunction or 
except a preposition? You know better, sir ; 
and the readers of the Advocaie will award 
you a proper meed for this perversion of scrip- 
ture; and beware, lest God add to you the 
plagues you have merited. That there is a 
difference in the meaning of these words, is 
too plain to admit a question. And if the 
difference is of ‘‘ consequence to the meaning 
of the declaration” on my construction, it is 
of the same ‘‘ consequence to the meaning of 
the declaration” itself; for it was there be- 
Sore I gave my construction.’ 

You say, sir, you ‘believe that all manner, 
of sin except the one in controversf, shall be 
forgiven upon the condition of repentance.” — 
Do you mean to be understood, that you do 
vot believe “the one in controversy shall be 


| 
| 
| 
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forgiven upon the conditian of repentance?” 
«« My Bible plainly asserts,” that, ‘*if we con- 
fess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive 
us our sins, and to cleanse us FROM ALL 
UNRIGHTEOUSNESS.” 


, erand what is the amount ? Naught to naught, 
ete |! 
| 


You say, Sir, ‘you do not believe all 


, mankind shall «unconditionally share the for- 
And * WHOSO.- | giveness and favour of God,” (and what of that ? 


EVER calleth on the name of the Lord shall | Will your unbelief make the faith of God with- 


be-saved.” But, sir, when have you inserted 
‘conditions’ in your creed? You tell us in 
your communication about ‘* God’s promises 
tohis chosen people” of his having * mercy” 
on some, and “ hardening” others ! what are 
we to understand by this? Had you forgotten, 
that it is ** without any foresight of faith, good 
works, or ANY CONDITIONS PERFORM. 
ED BY THE CREATURE,” that God dis- 
plays his “‘ clecting and distinguishing grace.” 
‘The publick may not be aware, that the above 
is taken from the creed of Calvin whose sen- 
timent you here acknowledge, and betray the 
most consummate folly in quoting from the ix. 
of Rom. to prove it. Is it not according to 
your creed, sir, that God has, *‘ unconditionally, 
elected some men and angels to everlasting 
life, and ordained the rest to eternal death ?”’ 
And if so, can you avoid believing, that he has, 
** unconditionally,” appointed the means to ac- 
complish both? If this be not the case, on the 
scheme you have disclosed, what becomes of 
the ‘* final perseverence of the saints.”” What, 
of the doctrine, that ** they may fall partially, 
and would fall totally and finally, but for the 
grace of God which kecpeth the feet of his 
saints ?”’ Do you give up, sir, that the number 
of the elect, and of the reprobate, ** is so defi- 
nite and certain,” that the one cannot admit 
of an addition nor the other of a diminution ! 
Are the above absurdities calculated “ to com- 
fort all (or any) that mourn ?’’ You must first 
ascertain who have, and who have not, com- 
mitted the sin against the Holy Spirit. And 
to whom will you go? to the saints? They 
have al] sinned against ** light and knowledge.” 
Dare you presume to comfort them ? Wili you 
you go to the “unregenerate?” Your creed 
furnishes no warrant to administer consolation 
to them! And if you attempt it, sir, the pub- 
lick may be assured you do it at the expense 
of Calvinism! Only let your doctrine be ex- 
posed, and it would sufficiently disgrace itself. 
But you can pretend to conditions too!! I 
ceive it is becoming eztremely unfashiona- 

le to preach or publish Calvinism without a 
little Armenianism with it!! Go on, Sir, and 
you will learn that community are not as_stu- 
id as you imagine. Their eyes are opening ! 
yy and bythey will discover the trick and 
expose the artifice, and leave you and your or- 
der to weep and gnash your teeth! Modern 
preaching plainly shows, that the scheme of 
election and reprobation is good for nothing 
without an admixture of Armenianism, and 
the modern covenant of works has usually 
made some pretensions to grace to keep it 
from sinking. Add these two systems togeth- 


qut effect ' But your reason comes) “ because 
your Bible asserts to the contrary.” Indeed! 
Is. your Bible different from these in common 
use! ‘ My Bible plainly asserts,” “ And in 
this mountain SHALL THE LORD OF 
HOSTS MAKE unto ALL PEOPLE a feast 
of fat things, a feast of wines on the lees; of 
fat things full of marrow, of wines on the lees 
well refined And HE WILL DESTROY 
in this mountain the face of the covering cast 
over ALL PEOPLE, and the veil that is 
spread over ALL NATIONS. HE WILL 
SWALLOW UP DEATH IN victory, and 
the LORD GOD WILL WIPE AWAY 
TEARS FROM OFF ALL FACES;-and 
the rebuke of his people WiLL HE TAKE 
away from off ALL THE EARTH.” Isa. 
xxv. 6, 8. Are there any conditions here? 
Again, “My Bible plainly asserts,” For 
this is the covenant that I will make with the 
house of Israel after those days, saith the Lord, 
TI will put my laws into their minds and write 
them in their hearts: and J will be to them a 
God, and they shall be to me a people. And 
they shall not teach every man his neighbour, 
and every man his brother, saying, Know 
the Lord; fer all shall know me from the least 
to the greatest. For J will be merciful to their 
unrighteousness, and their sins and their in- 
iquities will I remember no more.” Heb. 8. 
10, 12. Do you perceive any conditions here? 
Further; ‘* My Bible plainly asserts,” that 
the mystery of GOD’S WILL according to his 
good pleasure, which he hath purposed in him- 
self, is, that in the dispensation of the fulness 
oftimes HE might gather together in one, 
ALL things, in Christ, both which are in hea- 
ven and which are on earth.” And we are as- 
sured, ‘that he works all things after the coun- 
sel of HIS OWN WILL.” Eph. 1, 9, 11. 
And further; ‘ My Bible plainly asserts,” 
that GOD “ WILL HAVE alimen to be 
saved,and to come tu the knowledge of the 
truth.”’—And Jesus “ gave himself a ransom 
Sor ALL to be testified in DUE TIME.” 
ist Tim.2 4, 6 I could collect evidence 
from the testimony of all the holy prophets by 
whom God has spoken of “the restitution 
of allthings,” (Acts 3. 21,) but the above is 
sufficient. When you have ability and Jeisure, 
show me and the publick the “ conditions,” 
in these texts, if there be any. 

Sir, I profess not to be faultless in life nor 
in sentiment. But I will venture an opinion, 
that no candid mind would dictate, nor honest 
inquirer after truth assume the trifling course 
you havetaken. Shall we never have done 





with assertion without proof, and low evasion ? 
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When you show by direct scriptural evidence, 
that the Jews were nof punished nationally, for 
their accumulated crimes, that the sin against 
the holy spirit was not one of them, and, that 
the duration of their punishment was no¢ 
limited to the then existing age and the one to 
follow, as clearly as i have proved the affirma- 
tive, I will not neglect to answer you. You 
may object, that it is not your province to prove 
a negative. [ reply, your negative came when 
I had adduced my arguments and testimony, | 
and you must prove them false, or misapplied, 
Before mere assertion will be considered valid. 

Your strong hold appears to be the subject 
of the holy spirit. 1 have said, Sir, and think 
I have furnished some evidence of the fact, 
that the holy spirit ,Matt. 12 32) implies the 
holy doctrine of Jesus. My proofs and argu- 
ments you have not attempted to answer. And 
until you meet what I have said it is useless 
to add more in its defence. Be patient Sir, in 

due time [ will notice what you have said 
concerning demons, which appears not to be 
involved in the present subject. See current 
volume Gospel Advocate, page 98, vol. 2, 1, §. 

Your caution respecting the trinity was weil 
timed. But if I may with the same propriety 
use William, Thomas, Henry, indiscriminately, 
as the names “of the three persons in the trin- 
ity,” has not trinitarianism ceased to be what 
it was formerly ? 

I fearlessly submit to the publick what I 
have said of the forgiveness of God inmy Ex- 
position and reply to you without adding a 
word here. But as before, so I say now, 
when you shall have disproved my arguments 
it will be time enough to meet you Mere as- 
sertion you will find of but little service to you. 

What [ have said about your ‘singular pro- 
nouns,” it appears, ‘‘does not at all lessen 
your argument!” Ono! nothing will lessen 
your argument! there is no difference between 
*‘one fand] ten individuals,” nor between 
* one and three’’ if it be but orthodox!! But 
where is your argument? Sir, when you 
point it out I will look at it. 

You admit, that the word Aion, sometimes 
is ‘“‘used to signify world, age, or dispensa- 
tion.’ Very well. But in Luke the subject 
admits of no ‘* equivocation,”—“ it shall not 
be forgiven.” Perhaps, then, because it is 
said of Idumea, &ic * it shall not be quenched 
night nor day, the smoke thereof shall go up 
for ever, from generation to generation it shall 
lay waste, none shall pass through it for ever 
and ever.” (Isa. 34, 10.) The fire shall burn 
toabl eternity! Sir, look at your logick. If 
the subject admits of no equivocation I will 
only add “ Physician, heal thyself.” 

“To conclude,” you say, we have seen &c. 
And what have we seen ? Why among other 
things, “‘ that the Saviour, in a voice of awful 
warning, admonished them that such desperate 


| 
| 


wrath of God, never to cease!!” And where 
have we seen this? in your arguments? I never 
disputed that every one shall receive according 
to his deeds. Asyou, in conclusion, have told 
us what “we have seen,” I, “to conclude,” 
will observe what John heard. ‘ And every 
creature which is in heaven and on the earth, 
and under the earth, and such as are in the 
sea, an ALL THAT ARE IN THEM, 
HEARD 1 SAYING, blessing, and honor, 
and glory, and power, be to him that sitteth 
upon the throne and unto the Lamb forever 
and ever.” Rev. 5. 13. W. I. REESE. 
[To be Continued.] 
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‘6 EARNESTLY CONTEND FOR THE FAITH.” 








GOOD TIDINGS FROM THE WEST. 
A letter from an esteemed correspondent, bearing 


date Cincinnati, O. June 21, 1827, has been received 
which brings the welcome intelligence that our breth- 
ren there have been favoured with a visit from brother 
E. Case, Jr. whose gifted lubours were well received. 
He tarried at that place about four weeks. Our cor- 
respondent adds :—* A Jot of ground, and materials for 
building a Meeting house have been procured, and the 
louse will probably be erected this season. A Uni- 
versalist Society has been lately formed in this place, 
and incorporated.” Thus, then, we behold the march 
of Truth! Truly, the Lord God omnipotent reigneth ! 
How fervently ought we to bless the Father of Mer- 
cies for what he is doing in our world! 

Although the powers of the earth seem to have com- 
bined their strength tu stop the progress of liberal prin- 
ciples, yet truth marches onward in an unprecedented 
thanner, demolishing the airy fabricks of errour, and 
pulling down the strong refuges of the adversary. 
Truly our eyes have seen the salvation of God, and 
our ears are saluted with good tidings of great joy. 

NOTICE. 

We are requested by Mr. George W. Brooks, of 
Sullivan, Madison co. N. Y. to give notice, “ that he 
is no longer an Universalist Preacher, and disclaims all 
fellowship with the order.” His reasons for thus with - 
drawing himself are not communicated. N. B. Editors 
of Universalist publications are reqnested to give this 
an insertion. Ep. Gos, Apv. 


—_ 
THE OLIVE BRANCH, &C. 
The above is the title of a religious paper, published 


weekly at N. ¥. by theN. Y. Universalist Book Socie- 
ty, and devoted to the cause of Truth. Weconclude it 
is conducted by the President of the Book Society, Br. 
A. Kneoland, assisted by other gentlemen of that asso- 
ciation. The well known telents of Br. K., we doubt 
not, will secure the Olive Branch a favourable recep- 
tion from the publick; and we sincerely hope it may 
obtain a liberal patronage. 

As we are frequently called upon for information 
relative to the merits of the different publications in 
this State, we embrace this opportunity to give an 





guile would procure for them the dreadfnb 


opinion. This is done with a view to promote whatis 
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honestly considered the publick good, and does not 
nrise from interested motives. And, if there should be 
a greater degree of freedom used by the editors of uni- 
versalist papers in expressing their views on the sub- 
ject, it would doubtless produce more concert of ac- 
tion and unanimity of feeling than has hitherto existed 
among them. 

‘There are at this time no less than five papers pub- 
lished by our order in the State of New-York ; viz. the 
Olive Branch, at New-York; the Evangelical Reposi- 
tory,at Troy; the Utica Magazine, at Utica; the Day 
Star, at Potsdam; and the Gospel Adrocate, at this 
place. A word as to their claims on the patronage of 
the order.—The Olive Branch is entitled to the sup- 
port of the publick on many accounts. Its size, its lo- 
cation, the ability of its editors, &c. &c. are so many 
reasons why it should be upheld and sustained. New- 
York, being the great commercial emporium of the 
State, affords facilities for obta‘ning and circulating 
information, not possessed by any other place in the 
Union, and so long as the Olive Branch continues to be 
faithfully conducted. it shall receive all the aid in our 
power to bestow. The Evangelical Reposiiory at 
Troy, is edited by our esteemed and worthy brother 
L. Willis. It is of the same size of this paper, and 
conducted with moderation and ability. It is publish- 
ed semi-monthly, and neatly executed. We have al- 
ways doubted the propriety of having so many papers, 
and still have serious apprehensions that a pecuniary 
loss may be sustained by the publisher of the Reposi- 
tory ;—we hope, however, our apprehensions may 
never be realised. It is cheerfully conceded that local 
feelings should be gratified, in all cases where it can 
be done without detriment to the cause generally ; but 
facts which have already transpired, prove incontes- 
tibly, that the general, and not the local advance- 
ment of the cause should be the governing motive 
with our brethren. Next in order is the Utica Maga- 
zine. It is edited by our excellent brother D. Skinner, 
and published “ under the patronage of the Convention 
of Universalisis of the state of New-York.’?” We hope 
our readers will not be alarmed at the name of this 
Convention, which has taken a paper under its protec- 
tion; for we conceive the name of more consequence 
than all it ever. has done, or ever can do in either bene- 
fitting or injuring the cause of universalism in this 
state. The Magazine is well conducte2—and we hope 
well supported. But'we protest against official inter- 
ference in its behalf. ‘We deem the measure unjust, 
oppressive, and fraught with the very worst of conse- 
quences to our order. It is unjust, because the Con- 
vention, in extending their official patronage to any 
one periodical, necessarily infringes vpon the rights of 
others :—it is oppressive, inasmuch as it is demgned to 
bring into the field of fair competition, the magick in- 
fluence of a name, calculated to add a nominal value 

to the paper-of their choice :—it is fraught with the 
worst of consequences, because it establishes a prece- 
dent, ‘which, if followed by the order generally, must 
unavoidably lead to difficulties more easily imagined 
than described, and more easily prevented than cured. 
When, therefore, the reapec’ed editor of the Utica 
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Magazine, shall see proper to let his paper stand on ite 
own merits, and take from its imprint the name of.¢ 
self-created Convention, the authority of which has 
never been acknowledged by our order generally, 
(and we predict it never will be acknowledged in its 
present form) then, we shall be proud to prove our 
selves its friends. Of the Day Star, we can say NO» 
thing, as those who conduct it, have not condescendeg 
to forward the numbers {o us. 

If dear sxi.F may come in for a share of this notice, 
we would only say, the Gospel Advocate, is, and ever 
shall be devoted to the cause of divine truth. We 
have persevered in the good cause—and, our word for 
it—ao pains shall be spared to render it interesting 
and useful to our kind, iiberal, and indulgent patrons. 


THE MOUNTAIN IN LABOUR. 

In the “ Albany Christian Register” of June 30, is av 
apology ofareply to a correspondent ofours, who in an- 
swer to a passing remark which appeared in a former 
nuraber of the Register, stated certain stubborn facts re- 
lative to the sentiments ofdivers persons who have com- 
mitted suicide and other cnormous crimes. The com- 
piler of the Register seems to have no time ct present 
to reply in a “ suitable manner” to our correspondent ; 
and so we are left to wonder what awaits us in the 
womb of time. If the publick ean endure such ine 
proper trifling as is conspicuous in the cclumns of the 
Register, upon so important a subject, we deplore the 
moral condition of our world. We press the matter 
home, and demand a candidreply to the’facts as stated 
by our correspondent. ff the conductor of the Regis- 
ter fails to reply in an ingenuous manner, we shall bez 
leave to think he cannet. His vulgar attemps at ridi- 
cule and his effort te pervert the title of our paper, 
are alike ungenerous and unchristian. We have read 
something about “ hypocrites and unbelievers” —an@ 
if nothing prevents we may wrilesumething about such 
characters, 


ERROUR EXPOSED. 

** The editors of the * Gospe! Advocate,’ prin- 
ted at Buffalo, have made themselves quite mer- 
ry at the circumstance of one or two professors 
of religion being engaged in the counterfeiting 
business here, and supposing that they have 
made out a stiff argument in favor of their 
own particular tenets, wniversalsalvation. No 
one believes that a mere profession of religion 
is @ guarantee to the public against crime. 
But when they advert to the subject again they 
can mention on as good testimony as they did 


| in ‘the other cases, that some half a dozen 
| persons professing a belief in the doctrine 


which the “* Advocate” inculeates, are also 
implicated, and a preacher of it among the 
rest,’ 

The above is extracted from the Painsville, O:'Fele- 
graph of June 22. it alludes to an article in our twene 
ty-third number, under the title of * Black ListyNo. 2.’s 
The statement then made by us, was simply this; viz. 
that one.P. B. Andrews, 2 greatsticklar for the eele 
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tary” doctrine of hell-fire, and brimstone for the wick- 
ed, was found to be guilty of “making the dies for 
stamping counterfeit coin” for a gang of counterfeiters 
recently detected at Painsville,—and,“ that the father 
of the young coiners (a member of the Methodist 
church) held prayer meetings and conferences at his 
house, &c. while his sons were in the cellar making 
spurious coin.” 

Our statement seems to have given offence to our | 
friend of the Telegraph, und, judging from the spirit | 
of his article on the subject, we conclude he has been | 
wounded in the house of his friends. One fact appears 
very plain. The editorof the Telegraph knows our | 
remarks were substantially correct.and with all his hard 
faced prejudice he has not dared tocontradict them. | 
It stands confessed, then, that P. B Andrews, who was | 
so afraid licentiousness would prevail in consequence | 
of preaching universalism, that little more than a year 
since he went from house to house to prevent. people 
from attending our meetings—yes, and exhorted uni- 
versalists to forsake their doctrine, lest it should lead 
them to some dreadful end ; this same godly, pious, sanc- 
tified P. B. Andrews is acknowledged by his friends, 
to have been guilty of a henious offence against the laws 
ofour country. And farther :— it is tacitly acknowledg- 
ed, that other professors ofreligion (endless misery) have 
also been guilty of the same crime! Now really, we do 
not expect to make out of all this, and a thousand other 
instances of the same kind, a very “stiff argument” in 
favour of our tenets; we only guve it asa set-off against 
the slanderous accusations of our misguided orthodox 
brethren. Weare not the aggressors:—they began 
he game, and we mean they shal! have their due. 

We are next told by Mr. Howe of the Telegraph, 
* that some half a dozen persons professing a belief in 
the doctrine which the *‘ Advocate’ inculcates, are also 
implicated, and a preacher of it among the rest.” We 
have delayed any reply,until a statement of facts could 
be obtained from some “ good testimony”—even better 
than the editor of the Painesville Telegraph can afford. 
The result is as we expected. Gentlemen of the first 
respectability have called upon the editor of the above 
paper, and he refused to mention a single universalist 
who had been either directly or indirectly implicated 
in that disgraceful transaction !! And, what is more,— 
we are now prepared to state, for the information of 
the publick, that the charge preferred against us, and 
our order, by the editor of the Telegraph, above quo- 
ted, is a base and infamous falsehood! There is not 
(we assert it from a full conviction of the facts,)—there 
isnot the shadow of truth in his assertion that any per- 
son professing our doctrine, or known as a universalist, 
much less a preacher of our sentiments, ever has been 
justly implicated in that disgraceful affair. And if the 
said E. D. Howe refuses or neglects to make ail suita. 
ble acknowledgements to the publick, and perseveres 
in his malicious insinuations, we have good reason to 
believe that he will find out bysad experience, that all 
his gssumed sanctity will not shield him from a just 
recompense of reward. 

N.B. We deem it an act of justice, to state, that the 





“ father of the young coiners,” aludedtoin our former 


remarks, was not a member of the methodist church.-« 
The person who prayed, and exhorted so much, while 
his accomplices were carrying on their worl, was a 
methodist Exhorter, by the name of Munn. The fa- 
ther of the young men was not chargeable either with 
having added to the guilt of counterfeiting that of hy- 
pocrisy, nor of counterfeiting atall. He is, for aught 
that appears, entirely innocent. 





es tena ea 

A most wonderful dog has lately been exhi- 
bited at Scudder’s Museum, N. York. He 
will do acts at the bidding of his master, which 
would seem almost incredible--picking out 
particular cards, &c. An estimate of his value 
may be judged of, from the fact that three 
fourths of the property of him, was last week 
sold at $1000; the original owner retained 
the other quarter. 

















Poctick Department. 
FROM THE EVANGELICAL REPOSITORY. 
GOD IS LOVE. 
Who with unhallowed breath doth dare refute, 
This mandate written in the azure skies ? 
Who’s he that would spread o’er this beauteous earth, 
The threats of an eternal woto man? 
Was’t not the fiat of the Great Supreme, 
That in His image He did man create, 
And poured His spirit into human clay, 
And gave him life to yield him every good, 
Commensurate with his imperfect state ? 
Aad did he love him not? Did he not give 
A proof that man should be immortal, there, 
Where seruph spitits worship and adore, 
Singing the theme eternal, God is Love 2 
The flesh may sink into its mother earth, 
And worms may riot on its cold remains; 
The gates of Hades shut it from the light, 
And into dust primeal it may furn; 
But that pure spirit #hich th’ Almighty gave, 
Holy—unsullied from the fount of heaven, 
Shall still retain its essence, all divine, 
And bloom etherial in those realms on high, 
Where angels chaunt forever, Gop 1s Love. 
GuoRVINA 





Sunday, June 3, 1827. 
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